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‘ T o, T -July 11, 1975 i
: X Descriptive Study o£ Commuter Students atr the.ﬂniversitz of ) -
South Carolina, Fall 1974 J ‘ .
'Nature and’ SCQpe of Stndg, .o f‘

During the fall of 1974 a questionnaire (see APpendix A) was administered to a

R random sample of 700 off-campus students at the mdin campus of the University of

’ South Carolina who were.enrolled in nine or more semester hours of course work
(approximately 8% ofzthe population). The goal of the study was to describe

off-campus students inciuding their perceived needs so that their input could be

considered in decision making prooesses}.

The following is an analysis of the results Jf this questionnaire., The issues
examined were the students views on the following issues. (1Y The potential use

of faoilities on campus, :(2) The desirability of a service and programming_orggnif .

’

. zation for\éomuters, (3). The relative importance of a variety of pro’grams for

commnters. (4) The degree of usage of various means of‘communication, (5) The

' amount’ of timetpent on campus by commuters, and (6) The desirability of.social

. '+ functions planned for commuters.

- }.‘, Pacilities o ' : p 7 Il:’w . .
. At the time of this study, the University of South Carolina was in the beginning \
stages of a project to expand and remodel its Union Building. in order to have
. information-concerningAthe degree of desirability of potential facilities, the
fglloeing question was asked: "Would you use ‘the folléwing facilities if tney

were available on campus?” No significant differences were found betweeg§ga1e‘ )

and female respomnses. !
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< ’ . - ._TABLE 1 .
/ —
Percentages of students who would use various proposed facilities, by marital &ta \.
‘ MARRIED SINGLE - OTHER TOTAL
N . ‘ < * . .
Lounges with free telephones 91.0 92.2 , 85.7 92.0
for local calls
Lockers - ’ - 35.8 - 38.3 2040 . 36.9
Day beds in lounges . ) 11.8 38.2 20,0 26.3 .
" Mail boxes | ' 28.8 40.7  20.0  35.6
: Study louriges in libraries ‘ 77.6 90.1 66.7. 84.7
_ Comments:

-

|

1. §tp§gnté were more likely to uég lounges with free’' telephones for local calls

T (92.0%) anﬂstudy lounges in libraries (84.7%) than other proposed facilities.

2, “In every caée, single students were more likely than :;aa{ried' students to respond
. : . N . !

4 0 -

‘they would use the proposed facilities.
. . , . -
A ) {1,"/ .3, .

i TABLE 2- ' :

i

+ .

Percentage of students who would use various ﬁoposed facilities, by class:i.‘fication‘.

\,. ? | ’ N ¢y @

: 'FRESHMAN ~ SOPHOMORE / JUNIOR  SENIOR  GRADUATE  TOTAL:
Lounges with - 64.4 100.0  Y97.8 90.7 81.8  92.0
frek telephones .l . '
for local <alls > W - -

" Lockers . 4s5.2- © ' 48,3 . 38.5  20.0 33.3 36.9
Day beds in lounges  40.6 296 . 31.6 25.0 ' -12.8  29.3
Mail boxes 59,4 . . 33.3 32.5 38.1 20.8  35.6
Study lounges in 93.8 .. 90.3 81.4 - 85.7 76.4  84.7
libraries- ] . o P . .

Comments: o ' X L
‘ ¢ ’ B ~

1. 1In.every case, greater percentages of unaeggradﬁa.tes than graduate students

régponded that they would use proposed facilities. .

!

; ) . .

' ) v . a
’ -

"




* 2. Seniors were less likely to report that they would use lounges with free

telephones for local calls, lockers a;d day beds in lounges than oth;r undexr=
graduates. ) . ) e ' s '

A . ' .

3% The majority of fréshmen reported that they would use nailboxes if avai}aﬁlg

A on campus. -
| - . . .
’ * . R

** Organizatign for Commuters LY

% group of students, within the USC Student Government Association has been in-
vestiéating ﬁhe”fgasibility of establishiflg a commuter student organization. They

have studied similar organizations at ‘other universities, but'pave received 1it€l

. 3

¢+
L]

substantial data on the level of intereSt for such an organization among the students.
/

For this reason the following two questions were asked: "How important do ybu think

* 4

it is that a serviee and programming organiéation be designed specifically for off-

campus students?" and "Would you be an active participant in such an organization?"

N .

No distinguishiﬁg differenceé»were‘found in male and female \responses.
L TABLE 3

H

importanéé of a service and programming organization specifically for cocmmuters,
by marital status.’ .

.

- - ' B MARRIED . f’r‘SINGLE OTHER TOTAL

' véry important 29.5 - g 45.0 42,9 38.8
Somevhat important- . 59.0 45.0 . 57.1 51.5
Not important / S C11.5 10.0 0.0 9.7 5

. .
\ . »
- i .

Percentage of studenté who would actively participate ig’a service and programming
‘organization specifically for commuters, by-maritak status.

i MARRIED SINGLE OTHER TOTAL

43.8 | 56.8 66.7 53.0

RN “ .
+ ’ *
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Comments: . o,
—T O

» . . -

1. 2about S0% of all respondents reporte@ that a service and progra.mming orge.niza-

tion would be somewhat or very important to~them. o )
. ’/

2. Even though similar percentages of single and married students responded that
a service and programming organization would be scmewhat or very important to -
. ¥

them, single students were more‘likeiy to report that such an organization was

o\

very important to them.

3. A majority of all respondents reported that they yould actimeLy participate in
such an erganization. ' ‘ '

4. Avmajority\\f single students (56. 8%) reported thaf///;y would activel} partici~
pate in such an organization compared to only 43.8% of nmarried respondents.

-~

3 v

\ L ’ . , L . ’ R

TABLE 4 , o s
Importance of a service and programming organization specifically for commuters,
by ‘classification. . '

% ‘. . FRESHMAQ. - SOPHOMORE ‘JUNIOR SENIOR GRADUA&E TOTAL
Very important . 51.4 2.4 400  sL2  25.9  38.8-
Somewhat important,  37.1 52,9  .53.3  -44.2  62.1 5.5
Not important 1. 14.7 -+ 6.7 4.7 121, 8.7

Percentage of students who would participate in a service and programming organiza-
tion specifically for commuters, by classification.

FPRESHMAN SOPHOMORE JUNIOR SENIOR GRADUA?E TOTAL

67.9 46.4 57.1 51.3 ~  40.4 53.0 .
o ‘ . .




" Commentss:, . ) . ]

-

- service and.proqramming organization specifically for.commuters as important.

.
%

‘4§dwe9er, freshmen and seniors were more likely to report that such an organiza- .

tion was-very important to them. i , ' .

i

i

;

\ , R |

1. Juniors and seniors were scmewhat more likely than other commuters to view a » . 1
i

. - s ‘
2. FPreshmen were more likely than other students_to respond that they would.
! actively'participate,in such an'organization. ’ : ) e
) ] . s, i ’ N
III. Services for Commuters . . o -
The Office for Off-Campus and Married students in the niéision of Student Affai:s I

-
"
1 3

provides certain services for commuters.‘ Because oﬁ limited personnel ang financial

A
. *, ~ ,‘ . At

resources it has become necessary to set priorities for services according to the

v

importance attributed to them by 3tudents. For this reason the question wés asked,

"How important to you is it that these services be provrdea?" L - . ', A )
i ( R . , th; ;% " LeE e ' o
- ' . ¢ ¢ N f\q Yo R g ~y . Wt .t
IR Tnfﬂna s L T LR 'g’ SRS
- . . . o - \5." -, —v‘ » " . . ,
Degree of importance attr ted to various UQIVersity services for Eommuters, by sex. ;
, f . ' o "‘_ ! z . v o . .t
* S Veﬁy or Somewhat Important )
. e o T e
L 3 MALE - EEMALE . TOTAL
| ’ oo oo e
The provision 6f shuttle buses to trams- .. - '%2.5 . .79.0° 75+ 5 )
port gtudents from outlying campus ' C BRI o
parking lots ’ . . o, s
N : * \ . 5 s
 Encouragement and incentives to - . 65.3 - . 72.8, 68.6
form carpools ’ - ' -
'Current information about campus ., %0. 94.0 91.9. - .
events be more readily available ) . ST .
¢! " , )
- \ » N ‘ ‘
Aid be given to students in their ‘ﬂ ~ 83.3 83.9 83.6 o )
gearch for off-campus housing (for SR - . o
students not living with parents) - o ) . - s
., Educational, cultural, and social ! g 58.5 64.6 - 61,3 .

-,«‘évents planned specifically for :
+ - commuters:

-
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1. COmmuters reported that the md!zt important service the Gniversity could pxovide

. would be current information about campus events. (Note- In 1972 ef,fcrts were ]

:

. made to provide commuters \with hetter information by distributing GdMECOCK news= |

. papers’ in the academic bufldings and by erecting outdoor bulletig ,boards near , .
i commuter pazkinq' lots Thei'.r effom:s apparentlg d'id not sélve the problem.) S ’

. 2., Females weremre liker than males to,repoz‘:t each.as inigorfant. _ LT
- feelt y v ._‘q < . - * "-. Ad .;“; ':'-

v:: t f"q R " . :‘ *t. . ‘.l “ren, " K s, > ) ' " . A 3 ’ .' ) e ) '_’=~" 2

R L ‘,;..Tams S

Deqree of importance attributed ta various University serv:.ce,s for commuters, by

-, marital Sftatus._ a . LY L e - s

Cee s 4 S ' , ' Veyy or ‘Somewhat Important = .. . ]

] 4 * . % P N ) » - . . * B i : . ‘0; .*‘A."_'—

T : I ¥ : " L] ‘ / Y

: j\ . _ " _'MARRIED ;.  SINGLE. OJHER'Y :TOTAL CoLan Y

¢ . The provipz.bn of shittle buses <. .. 7009 837 715 -4 S
. .%o transport students. from T , . L g
outlqu campus parkmg lots . - ' . . ' - o

Encouragement and mcentives to .- ‘6‘3.3_ ’ 729 . 71.8 . 68:4_;’)"“ .. :‘ ,
fo:mcarpools-‘ ’;;* ),, S . L i ‘

. N ve m . - - ; .
. . : - sy ¢

Current information about campus ‘92.3 ° ' 96.9 '85.7 ‘ Tre1.7 C e * -
' events be more reaciily available N T - B LT

. commuters

° - EATH 1

- <3

Comments: . ’ .

-

. 1. S:mgle students attributed greater importance to each service for commuf:ers than

did married students. ’ - /»«:*

i/ ' + -
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i Degree of mportance attr:.buted to various University services for commuters, \by
olasslficatz.on., . : . . ~ -

‘. RSP - » . .
o Very or Somewhat Important . L .- -.-.P;
¢ - . - ‘ 5 v ' C e
3 ,';« . . N ) . * . . i .. .' . * PN ﬂ
‘ _ FRESH. SOPH, JUNIOR SENIOR . ,GRADUATE TOTAL i
e mne provislon of 86.2, . 81.8 76.1 76.7 + - 65.6 75.4 i
shutt:le ‘buses "to o .. ) ’
ﬁ't'}; . transport students - , N
R fx‘om outlylng . ] )
o camp,ng parz J.ng lots” . . .
ok T | ) r . e
EEAN Enc‘c;uragement and  61.1° 67.6 69.6 76.7 .. 70.2 68.4
“*_ . . - f’x.ncentg‘yes to. form - - ' :
net S carpoo}s . .
LI Currenb m%ormé-u "'88.9 100.0 91.3  90.7 . 89.6 91.7
ER tion about cantpus Lot . ' T, )
-n- -c eVentS be m@reﬁ* LI |’ tatY e N ' - H ) : ’ - :
e <" :.’eadily avallaﬁ;l,e R c : . .
¥ aja e g;ven' 6. 1" “ed6. . 853 . 82.2 7 & 79. 86.2 84.2
g studem;s in th,eir‘ e oo, - . ‘ <
éearch\ for bffecampiy- . N 4 M) . s
housxng (ﬁér»«students T . )
o ,ﬁ not‘ ‘living m,th pare,nts) . - _
;_» (4] . ot ":.‘ , * -~ ; -
g Ed’ucatmnal, cul-- 75.0 59 g 63, 57.2 51.8 _ 61.4
: fg?{} tyral,. and soc‘lal* R . % S ‘ -
:% % ewts plann“’“ . .t . & : ' 4 4 s PO o
N sgec‘f;.ca’iy for - .. A R e o
s cmnmuters ) N et - ) : .
2= ‘Comments. L : ) . CL . . » .
*;ﬂ et S ’ B ’ : v
. 1. Freshmen were more J.zkely than other comuters to rank as mportant 1) provi- e
.’1’ ~ .-b" Pl * s '
g sion of. shuttIe buses t‘zo transport ‘students: from outlying campus parkiﬁg 1ots.
‘ H 1 . ¥ &£ et g
’ ,‘ . f * ' < »
2) aiding students in theu; search for off-Campus honsing, and 3) planh;.ng edu-
/
! . . Lot . . LR .
5 * % cational, cultural, and social events for commuters: . -: eor " i
. : r : . ' o . - . .
+ .. 2. Commuter's assessment of the importance of educational, cultural, and social

> . kl
< -

ST 'events declined’ as they progressed throuéh college.

' - ) . 3
N IV. Means of Distributing Information - .- "
The suoéess of any project or.s.er'vice is dependent on the ability to'inform _the'. oy

.

o ) comniuters of the services. For this reason commuters were asked, "How often do you"

4

O use the fol;lowing sources to become informed about campus events or" serVJ.ces?"

ERIC . -

: ‘ *

9




*  TABLE 8 ' . /
Percentage of_stﬁdegts'using various methods of <information disgributfon, by sex.

v o, - . -
N e " . N M

R - MALE . FEMALE =~ TOTAL . . < ]

1

i

;

4

- %‘

o Dep&rtmental bulletin boards BN - - TN © 90.8 . T 91.2 - [ -i

"“'THE CAMECOEK - ¢ i T 91.7 . 9l.6 01.7 . N j

: ST SN - o : |

Russell Houserbulletin boards - 69.4 7 " s4.6 © . 62.8 J
Outdoor bulletin boards - - 64.2 . 58.4 61~5~2 i

Comments:-

.
-

1. Greater percentages of commuters utilized departmental bulletin boards and the

student newspaper as sources of information than Russell House or outdoor

-

bulletin boards. * .

b4 .
z . - -~

2. Males reported using all sources of information systems in somewhat greater

2

P . L. ]
. .

percentages than females. - - %

TABLE 9

-Percentage of.students using various methods of information distribution, by

marital status. ° . S .

{ . MARRIED SINGLE + OTHER , TOTAL ,
Departmental.bulletin boards .,  92.1 . ‘907 836 0.9
THE GAME&OCK._I ' J;" S 947 .. 9307 715 T . 92,9 .
Russell.Hoqse bpiigtéﬂ boards ' — .1,57.2. ;‘* 70:5 i i4.3 . ) 63.8 .
Out&oer*bulletiﬁ boards ' . 585 68.3 - 28f6,'n' 61.9
Cermehts' ‘ ’”‘,- " i‘ . '._‘- ' SR - :

.

1, Greater percentages of single students than married students utilized Russell

House and outdoor bulletin boards for informatlon ‘on campus events.




T

L ﬁ A - A .
Percentages of students using various methods of 1nformation distribution, by
classification. ,

.

FRESHMEN °. SOPEOMORE . JUNIOR SENIOR GRADUQQE—<?EOTAL

P

Departmental 91.2 91.2 88.6 93.0 . 04.8  92.0 -

bulletin boards g o S

} . . ' )
THE GAMECOCK ' 794 . 97.0 - 90.9 95.2. °  93.1 91.5
Russell House 7i.5 71.4 57.7 - 76.8 ~  46.4  63.1
bulletin boards t - , g .
Outdoor bulletin 69.7 67.6 68.8 65.2 40.4  60.3 ,
boards ’\\\ ' N L
Comments: . e o . ‘ .

l. Seniors and graduate students were morxe likely than other commuters to use

2

TN departmental bulletin boards as a means of obtaining information.

R * —

?. Smallerx percentages of freshmen read.THE GAMECOCK than did other respondents.~

]

3. Freshmen gained 1nformatioﬁ from departmental bulletin boards in greater pezg
- N . g ’ )

gentages than they used any other medium of comPunicationr . Lo

, ' .
.4. Graduate students used outdoof'bulletin boards ?ess than undergraduates.

- 1 . ) ; "‘

N P v -
o

-

V. Time of'Departufe from Campus - S . ' - e .
. . . - ' T ' SR
The University Union and .other programming organizations often Plan activities in

the late afternoon and at night. For this feason conmuters were-asked, "On the

P . +

average what time do you normally leave campus?" There were no 81gn1f1cant differ-

’ Nl

™

ences found in the responses that could bhe contributed to marital status or sex.

y o

o

meel0 . 0




é .
' - " . maBiE1l e . 4
¢ . » .. : , ' ‘

- v

Before noon o)

l p.nm. 12

2 p.m. ' ' ' ? 1l

3 p.m. . . . . 2

4 p.m. 1l
. after 4 p.m. 1

Comments: o .

i, 0 . - B )
. % <

l. Over 99% of all commuters rémain on campus after Aoon.

2. dhdergtaduates leave campus much earlier than do graduate students. D .
' ‘ . \ ‘ \
3. G{Pduéte students are much more likely than undergraduates to remain on campus A

after 4'p.m.é Tﬁis may be the result of the greater number of graduate classes,w

L]

available only at night. .' . <. '

. e ’ 1

3. Approximatély half Q§ all undergraduates leéve campus béfore 2 p.m.

“ .
. i .
. . ;e N .
[l v -
3 - v v,
’ .

.
«

JI. Interest in Social Functions for Commuters .

2

- -

Student Government Association planned to have a social function fo) commuters.
in ordei to help'SGA anticipate the level of interest in such an affair and to
provide eapa helpful in_setting a.time for the funcg}onq the following question was

L1

asked: "Would you attend a SOCial function speciflcally for commuters if it were

C
L}
B
und.
™o

Timeé  of leaving campus, by classification. - . ‘
1' /\ ’___/ [\
ot UNDERGRADUATE GRADUATE .

’ - ". ‘*l
held at these times?" |
' . - - P » . . ’ ‘ . J« .
' TABLE 12 ‘ S .
. Percentage of students Qho wouldﬂattend social functions, by sex.
' ' . . i 5 vt o
;o . ) iMALE - FEMALE . TOTAL N
’ ) ’ L ) '/‘ 0 ‘ 7 ’ ’ -
.Perceritage who would attend a . £t 6545 64.2 7 65.0
social function during the'day = i .
Percentage who 'would return to'’ - 58.3', 51.6 b . 56.5
+ campus at night for' a social " ~ ‘. . ,
function : ' : ! "
—— - . . i
A} f i
] N ' R .
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. ’
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‘_ . Ha ! , *
. [
\Comments~ . o . . . . .

1. The majority of both sexes expressed interest in a social function for commuters.

2. Students reported that they would be more: likely to attend a social fungtion if

¥

) it wereleld during the day than if they had_to retuwvn at nicht for it.

»
.
.
T T VTR L ¥

3. Males were slightly more likely than females to resrond that they would attend

. ° . social functions at night. . ,,Tj
¢+ TABLE 13 . '
. Percentage Of students who would attend social functions, by marital stétﬁ%xxﬂ
»-!ﬁ . . . i ) !
. . - : . wARRIED  SINGTE (OTHER . @OTAL
oL . St . 7
Percentage who would attend a 56.6 » 70,7 . ".66.7 65.0
social furiction during.the day ) ‘ -‘F , o .
Percentage who would return to 42.1 T .%63.1 . 60.0 .. 56.5
campus at night for a social = G . . oy
function - . o
. * ’. ( , . , K} ;.' LY - : . o -
. Comments: . ‘ g~«.-_ iy ' o -
. .o 5

1. Married students were less likely than single. students to’ respond that they .

would attend a social function for commuters.

: A . / ‘ ©mab o ' ’ .
_ ’ A ‘ . BhBLE 14%K . ;
Sy « : . .
¥ Percentage of students who would attend social functions, by ciassification.t ' )
' r . FRESHMEN S@EHOMORE JUNIOR SENIOR GRADUATE
o ’ - ’ . - L~
Percentage who would 169.7 71.0 68,2 70.7 54.4
attend a social-function -
* during the day ) igv
Lt « "9 af
. Percentage who would retdrn 72.7 6241 53.3 51.2 48.2
) to campus at night for a ' : X .
o~ social function . ' . .
- N
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-

Comments: . ,

-_ q . Sy ~

1. The majority of all‘undergradua_\tes in each class yeported that they would
- ‘ -

L

attend a ocial functioh during the dgy or at night.
2. Undergraduates were moreﬁlikely'tp respond tha¥ they would attend social

functiond®han would their graduate student conterparts.

<

°. 3. Commuters were less likely to report they would ait;tend social functions at

3

night as their classification increased. ¢




1.

Kirg, |

—

3.

. graduate students. ) _ ) i

e

CaNCLUSIOQS
Of all proposed facilities, commuters were most liﬁgly to indicate that Qhey'would
use lounges witg’frée telephones for local calls and study lounges in libraries.
-Single students were mo¥e likely than married students and undergraduaées were
more likely tian graduate~s?udents to iﬁdicate éhey would use the propqagd.

<

facilities.

s
B

Even tpoqu,spt of all respondents reported thatdg serv;cg;and programming organi;‘
zation woﬁld be scﬁewhat or very iméortant to them, singlé students attrib;ted,a‘
greater degree of 1mport§nc§ to the organization than did married spuéents. a H
majority of alll§;spondents reported that they‘WOuld be active paitiqipants in
such an orgaqizaxion. Freshmen were more likely to respgnd that the& w?uld
?articipate in a service and programming orgénization than upperclassmen or

of the services listed, commuters reported that the most i;portan; service the S

University could provide for them would be current information, about campus events.

single students attributed greater importance to all services listed than did

<

married Students. %
4

Commuters were more likely to utilize departmental bulletin boards and the student

newspsper as squrces of information than Russell House or outdoor bulletin boards.

_ Seniors and graduate students were more likely than other commuters to use depart-

~ mental bulletin boards as a source of information, vhile smaller percentages of

5.

6.

freshmén read THE GAMECOCK than did other respondents.’

2

Even though ougx 90% of all commuters remain on campus afier noon, approximately

-

half of all undergraduates leave campus before 2:00 p.m. . .

" While the majority of commuters expressed interest in a social function for com-

e

muters, married students were less likely than single students to respond that
they would partiéipatg.~ Commuters were less likely to report they would attend

1 ,
gocial functichs as their classification increased.

s
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BEcomzNDA'r /ous ;

.'l

s

A.special emphasis should be given to profiding s%udy lounges in libraries and

lounges with free telephones fdr local calls in the Russell House.

-

3 L
of such space is considered a priority item fo: commuter students.

- »

The allocation
)'?3\

v
€
.
. 7

.
.

t

The Student Government Associétion should study more seriously the estahlishment of v

a service and programming organization for commuters. “1f such an organization were

L9

AR Y

established, wide-spread publication shculd be provided to 1nform commuters of its

.

existance.

14

-

commuters about current campus events.

\’,t..,:
) L]

ihe Division of Students Affairs should study new ways of providing infoxmation to .
. " - A .\ ] s N .

L]
-

Y

Over .90% of all’ students use THE GAMECOCK and departmental bulletln boards as a

source of information. At the same time, they report that the most 1mportant

service the Universlty could provide for Commuters would be current information

about campus events.ﬂ Because of these flnaings‘THE GAMECDCK gtaff should re-

vy

examine their methods and points of distribution. The Division of Student Affairs

3 ’

and the Student Government Association should investigate ways to disbribute infor-

mation about current campus events, within academrc departments.

Freshmen should be informed of available sources of campus information during the

'y

orientation process. THE GAMECOCK staff should make some additional effort to
inform freshmen commuters of its existance.
In planning programs, the University Union should keep in mind that over two thirds

. " )
of all students are commuters and that half of all undergraduate commuters leave e

campus before 2:00 p.m.
Since the majority of all commuters express interest in social functions, such

events should be viewed as viable programmning possibilities.

P PO Py PRI U, PP 'Y PO P

I,

3
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APPENDIX A
COMMUTER STUDENT OPINIONNAIRE

Dear U.S.C. Student:

In order that the needs of otf-campu& students can be identified and c0nsidered
making processes, the Student Affairs Divisidn. of Tie University. ‘of South Carolina has de~-
vized the following opinjonnaire. This instrument, 1s being sent to a random sample' of
cormuter students and will require only a few mlnutes ‘of your time to completé. - When you
have complete@athe opinionnaire, please return it in the enélosed self-addressed return

4n decisiom

:
|
3
_

|

o
v

' envelope. .

* g

e

’

- o o o b -

-
e
{
:

v,-.t =

s 0 s oo s gy o

: Lo Y v Q - p
Male Married - Freshman Senibr L {0
. . Female »slngle - Sophomore . — law A V.
Other e Junior Graduate ) -

,
t

Another Nation

Immediately prlor'to enrolllng in USC, I havé lived inz
Another State

v

]
~

SOuth‘Carollna

tould you- use. the fol1ow1ng fac111ties if they were available qn campus?
YES

1.

- i

Lounges with free telephones for local Calls
Lockers (currently existing) ' o
Daysbeds in'lounges

Mail boxes (currcntly existing)
Study lounges in llbrarles
oOther (specify) ‘-

¢

T

g

spec1f1cally fon of‘-campus students?

Not important Someﬂhat important Very important '

-Would you be an active participant in suéh an organization? ° Yes " No
3. Howimportant to you is it that: Not . Somewhat Very .
Important Important Important

The University aid you in your transpor-
tation/parking problens by providing
shuttle buses from putlying campus
parking lots. '

The University should aid students
in the formation of carpools.

Current information abcut campus events
be more regadily available. .

Aid be given to students i%h their search
for off-campus housing (for studeqts
not living with parents).

Educational, cultural, and social events
be planned specifically for commuters.

.

How often do you use the following sources to become informed about campus events or
services? Place a check in the column that most nearly represents your average usage.
v .

MONTHLY WEEKLY 'TWICE A WEEK DAILY

49

NEVER

Departmental bulletin boards

THE GAMECOCK .
Russell House bulletin boargp
outdoor bulletin boards !

1
2a), On the average what time do .you normally leave campus?

before noon ___ "1 p.m. ___2pm. ___ 3 p.,m __4pem __after 4 p.m.

dﬁ p.m. m.?

B) On the average e hicw often do y« you return n to campus after 6:
rmore than once a week once a week ___once a montb * less than once~a mont

bu’d you attend a,social function speciflcally for commutérs (such as a wine and

Ty B ww 2 0]

How important do3ou think it is that a’ serV1ce and programming organization be designed




South Carolrpa Another State Another Nation

I. hou’d you use the fol‘OW1ng facillties if they were availmble on campus?
& : YEB NO
) ;oungas with free telephones for local galls . .
.- v Lockers (currently'exlstlng) . i o
’ " ' Day bsds in lounges ‘
-Mail boxes - (currcntly existing)
Study lounges in libraries
Other {specify)

NEREN
L]

. . N
__.ru BT T Ty

" 2. Hovw ;méo rtant dou think ‘it is that a serV1ce and programming organization be desiqne
"~ . specifically for off-campus students? . 7
Not important Somewhat important - Very important e et

_ Woyld you be an active participant in such an organization? Yes__ __  No BN

|
;
|
"'3. Howimportant to you is’ it that: Not Somewhat Very ‘7.7 1
b, ) T Important Ipportant ° Important . !
.. - The University aid you in your transpor- - P i

. tation/parking problems by providing N S '
. shuttle buses from outlying campus ‘ ©- : s 1

- . parking lots. - Rl

} The University should aid students * - ‘ s
4. in the formation of carpools. . N . vy . .

Current information-about campus events L
be more readily available. .- :

, . ] /Aid be given to students in thefr 'search
for off-campus housing (for students
not 'living with parents). .

. Educational, cultural, and social -events
be planned specifically for commuters.

4. How often do you use the following sources to become informed about campus events or
services? Place’ .a check in the column that most nearly represents your average usage.

. NEVER- MONTHLY WEEKLY TWICE A WEEK DAILY
Departmental bulletin boards L4 Cn L ~

THE GAMECOCK M
Russell House bulletin -boards ) .
cutdoor bulletin boards . . . - . . ]
.5. A) On the average what time do you normally leave campus?
before noon lpm. _ 2p.fi. __ 3pm. __ 4pm. ___after 4 p.m,
B) On the average hcw’'often do v« you return to campus after 6:00 p.m. M. ?
- more than once a week once a week once a month __ less, than once a month

" 6. Yould you attend a social function specifically for commuters (such as a wine and
cheese party)- if it were held:

a) during the day while you were on campus? Yes N

Ni

’ b)- at. night and meant returning to campus? - Yes

o)
o - !

7. Please use the back of this questlonnaire to let us know of other concerns you have
as_commuters.




APPENDIX B

: \—éharacteristics of Respondents
. . Y
' ' ,
. ' Frequency Percentage
. i
Male . : 122 54.7
Female 101 45.3
. - Marital Status ~ . -
) Married 79 36,2
single 132 60.6 .
Other 7 3.2
Classification ‘.
) Freshman 36 l6.4
Sophomore 35 16.0
Junior 46 . 21.0
Senior ' ‘a3 . 19.6
. Graduate 47 f 21.5
R Law . - 12 5.5
Residency ] ,
b : South. Carolina 178 ; 78.8
» - Another State . 45 19.9
. . Another Nation 2 ‘ 0.9
* No Response 1 0.4
Total Sample Size ' v 7231 \ 10076
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